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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

Col. 1 1 , In. 12 refers to Fig. 5, while according to the following description, it should refer to 
Fig. 7. Correction requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who has fulfilled the 
requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being examined was not 
(1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 U.S.C. 122(b). 
Therefore, this application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA 
(pre-AIPA35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1 - 2, 19, 23 - 28, 37 - 38, 58 - 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable by Lazarus et al. (US 5652613). 

Regarding claims 1 and 37, Lazarus et al. shows an interactive television program guide 
system in which an interactive television program guide is implemented on user television .equipment 
(col.1, In. 14-26), comprising: 

memory in the user television equipment in which program guide data is stored for use by the 
interactive television program guide (col. 3, In. 19-44, where "television equipment" includes a 
settop box); 

means for receiving information on the amount of memory for the interactive television 
program guide to use to store the program guide data (col. 4, In. 16 - 18); and 
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means for adjusting the amount of memory used by the interactive television program guide to 
store the program guide data in response to the received information (two subroutines are used for 
adjusting the memory for the EPG: "find and delete" and "memory triage" - see fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 2, 28, 38 and 64, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program 
guide system defined in claim 1, wherein different categories of program guide data are stored in the 
memory (the categories include "long title", "information record", "short title" and so on. See col. 5, In. 
22 - 53), the interactive television program guide system further comprising means for reallocating the 
memory among the different categories of program guide data when the amount of memory used to 
store the program guide data is adjusted (when the amount of memory is insufficient, certain items 
from the categories "long title" and "information record" are eliminated to reallocate the memory for 
more important EPG data - col. 5, In. 40 - 53). 

Regarding claim 19, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program guide system 
defined in claim 1 , wherein the program guide data stored in the memory corresponds to a given 
television channel line-up (col. 1, In. 14 - 26) and wherein the means for adjusting further comprises 
means for allocating the memory among the different categories of program guide data when the 
amount of stored program guide data is adjusted (col. 1, In. 49 - 52, where "adjusted" corresponds to 
"managed") in response to an addition of new channels to the given television channel line-up (col. 1 , 
In. 44-47, where "new channels" correspond to "volume of programming"). 

Regarding claim 23, Lazarus et al. shows an interactive television program guide system in 
which an interactive television program guide is implemented on user television equipment (col. 1, In. 
14-26), comprising: 
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memory in the user television equipment in which program guide data for a given memory 
configuration is stored for use by the interactive television program guide (col. 1 , In. 27 - 34); 

means for receiving program guide data for a new memory configuration (col. 1 , In. 34 - 36); 

and 

means for reconfiguring the memory to accommodate the program guide data for the new 
memory configuration (Lazarus et al. shows reconfiguring the memory by deleting expired records 
and deleting the least available information from the memory to make space for the new bigger EPG. 
See fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 24 and 60, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program guide 
system defined in claim 23 and 59 respectively, wherein said given memory configuration further 
comprises a given channel lineup (inherent to the EPG). 

Regarding claim 25 and 61 , Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program guide 
system defined in claim 24 and 60 respectively, wherein said new memory configuration further 
comprises a new channel line-up (it is inherent that when the EPG is updated, col. 1 , In. 34 - 36, the 
updated lineup will be displayed). 

Regarding claim 26 and 62, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program guide 
system defined in claim 23 and 59 respectively, wherein said program guide data further comprises 
program descriptions (col. 5, In. 22 - 39). 



Regarding claim 27 and 63, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program guide 
system defined in claim 26 and 62 respectively, wherein said new memory configuration further 
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comprises modified program descriptions (the modification is done by deleting some Long Title and 
Information Records to accommodate the extended EPG - col. 5, In. 40 - 53). 

Regarding claim 58, Lazarus et al. shows the method defined in claim 37 further comprising 
detecting the addition of new channels to the given television channel line-up (col. 1 , In. 44 - 47 
discuss that the memory size is correlated to the number of channels - "volume of programming 
information". It is inherent that the new channels have to be detected when they are downloaded into 
the memory). 

Regarding claim 59, Lazarus et al. shows memory reconfiguration method for use in an 
interactive television program guide system in which an interactive television program guide is 
implemented on user television equipment that has 

memory in which program data for a given memory configuration is stored (col. 1 , In. 14 - 22, 32 - 
36), comprising: 

receiving program guide data for a new memory configuration (col. 1, In. 27 - 32); and 
reconfiguring the memory to accommodate the program guide data for the new memory 

configuration (reconfiguring is done by deleting the outdated data and certain Long Title and 

Information Records, as shown in fig. 2 and col. 5, In. 40 - 53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
02 oHhfs title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the pnor art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person havng ordinary skill 
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in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 20 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lazarus et 
al. (US 5652613) in view of Sturges (US 5930827). 

Regarding claims 20 and 56, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program guide 
system defined in claim 1 . Lazarus et al. shows that the application can be stored in the same 
memory as the EPG (col. 3, In. 13 - 16), but he does not show freeing the EPG for the purpose of 
adding the new software to the memory. Yet it is well known in the art to reallocate or deallocate one 
portion of the memory, occupied by one application in order to give it to another application (Sturges's 
whole patent describes one way of doing it. Particularly, see col. 6, In. 46 - col. 7, In. 46). It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lazarus et al. by having means for 
adjusting further comprising means for adjusting the amount of memory used to store the program 
guide data to accommodate installation of a new application in the user television equipment, as 
taught by Sturges, in order to use the total limited memory of the settop box more efficiently. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3 - 18, 21 - 22, 29 - 36, 39 - 55, 57, 65 - 72 are objected to as being dependent upon 
a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Regarding claims 3 and 29, 39, and 65, Lazarus et al. shows the interactive television program 
guide system defined in claim 2, 28, 38, 64, respectively, but fails to show means for reallocating the 
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memory based on information in a database configuration record, which makes this claim 
allowable if rewritten in the independent form. 

Claims 4 - 18, 30 - 36, 40 - 54, 66 - 72 are objected to as being dependent on the objected 
claim 3, 29, 39, and 65 respectively. 

Regarding claims 21 and 57, the closest prior art, Lazarus et al., shows the interactive 
television program guide system defined in claim 1 , wherein the program guide data stored in the 
memory corresponds to a given television channel line-up (inherent to the EPG, in fact it is part of the 
definition of the EPG), but fails to show the interactive television program guide system further 
comprising means for determining an amount of memory available for each of the different categories 
of program guide data after the addition of new channels, wherein the means for adjusting the 
memory adjusts based on the amounts of 10 memory that are determined to be available. These 
limitations make the claim allowable if rewritten in independent form. 

Regarding claims 22 and 55, the closest prior art, Lazarus et al., shows the interactive 
television program guide system defined in claim 1, wherein the program guide data stored in the 
memory corresponds to a given television channel line-up, but fails to show the interactive television 
program guide system further comprising means for detecting a change in the amount of channels 
offered in the television channel line-up, which makes this claim allowable if rewritten in the 
independent form. 



^Application/Control Number: 09/013,333 W Page 7 

Art Unit: 261 1 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Anderson et al. (US 6005631) shows using only a portion of an EPG to save memory in 
the settop box. 

Naimpally (US 6020880) shows saving only a portion of the EPG based on the program 

categories and the user profile. 

Tarakado et al. (US 631 1329) groups EPG data based on types, and stores those types 

accordingly. 

Hallenbeck (US 5038211) shows memory reallocation in the EPG. 
Sturges (US 5930827) shows the memory reallocation in RAM. 
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Contact Fax Information 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or Faxed to: 

(703) 372-9314, (for formal communication intended for entry) 

or: 

(703) 308-5399, (for informal or draft communications, please label "PROPOSED" or 
"DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Dimitri Tundra whose telephone number is (703) 605-4246. The examiner can normally 
be reached Monday - Thursday, 8:30AM - 6:00PM and every even week of the month on Friday 8:30 
AM -5:00PM 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiners supervisor, 
Andrew Faile, can be reached on (703) 305-4380. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 308-5399. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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